March 5, 2008

Well, I know that my district is not
winning, because I am not able to even
bring the dollars home I need.

We have Members running around
here on the floor on the Republican
side saying, oh, we need earmark re-
form, or we need Member project re-
form, when Republicans ran rampant
when they were in charge with all kind
of projects, bridges-to-nowhere and all
kind of meaningless projects that are
out there.

Meanwhile, I have a community back
in South Florida, they are concerned
about road money. They are concerned
about mass transit. They are concerned
about health care. They are concerned
about education. And they want the
Federal dollar to be able to make it
down there so that we can educate the
next generation. Not only in what you
may call a pre-K through 12th grade ex-
perience, but also higher education.
They are concerned about that.

Meanwhile, here in Washington, D.C.
there is a spending spree on how much
money can we send to Iraq? The last
$70 billion I voted against going into
Iraq. It didn’t have any strings at-
tached, it didn’t have any account-
ability measures attached to it.

I remember when I first got here
about 6 years ago, there was a discus-
sion about we are doing this on the
backs of future generations. Now the
discussion is we are doing it on our
own backs right now. We are weighing
ourselves down and our chin is hitting
the ground because we have so much
weight on it. How much weight? Let
me just point it out here. Hopefully the
chart will make it here before I finish
this segment of what I have to say.

When you look at it, and I have a
smaller chart right here, hopefully we
will have the bigger one, 224 years, 1776
up until 2000, 42 presidents, 42 presi-
dents were only able to borrow $1.01
trillion from foreign nations. That is
$1.01 trillion from foreign nations.

In 7 years, 6 years of a Republican
Congress that was rubber-stamping ev-
erything that the President brought to
this Chamber, President Bush and that
Republican Congress were able to run
up $1.33 trillion. That is in 7 years,
versus what U.S. presidents in 224 years
were able to accomplish.

Why do I point that out? I point that
out to shed light on this deficit issue.
When you pass tax cuts that you can’t
afford for the very super-wealthy when
they are not asking for it, you have
two wars going on and you really don’t
have a plan to take yourself out of the
first war in Iraq, I think former Presi-
dent Bill Clinton says it best when you
talk about Iraq. I will go back to the
neighbor scenario, Mr. Speaker.

If there is a fire and your neighbor’s
house burns, it is the neighborly thing
to do for you to accept that individual
into your home, and probably their
family. All of us would do it. We are all
people of goodwill. You will probably
let them stay. If you didn’t have an
extra room, you would let them stay in
the living room on the couch, pull the
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sleeper couch out and let them stay
there. Maybe a month will pass and
they will still be there. Maybe some
will even allow them to stay 6 months.
Maybe even a really nice person would
let them stay a year-and-a-half. But 5
years later, it is no longer about the
fire.

So I think it is important that we
look at this issue of getting out of Iraq
more sooner than later, because it is no
longer about the fire, it is about some-
thing else.

So when we look at this, as I just
pointed this out and I want to make
sure Members can see it, $1.01 trillion,
$1.33 trillion. Seven years, this is what
happened under not only the leadership
of the Bush administration, but also
the Republican Congress. Where did
this come from? The U.S. Department
of Treasury, which the Secretary of the
Treasury is appointed by the President
of the United States and confirmed by
the Senate. I think it is important that
people understand that I am not on the
floor sharing fiction, that I am actu-
ally sharing fact.

As we look to make these hard deci-
sions, I think it is important that
Americans understand that we are pay-
ing more on the debt service on the
money that we owe these foreign na-
tions and that we owe overall on the
debt, we are paying more on that than
we are putting into homeland security.
So when you have folks coming here
waiving arms and carrying on saying
that, well, you know, we have got to
protect America. I am more standing
for protecting America. Oh, I am with
the troops. No, I am with the troops. I
got a tattoo on my chest saying I am
with the troops. When they come here
and make these bold statements and
giving these great floor statements, I
think folks really need to understand
what is really going on.

Here is a picture, Mr. Speaker. You
talk about the 110th Congress and the
boldness of Democrats when we came
here. With some few Republicans vot-
ing with us, we voted to stop the Presi-
dent on the surge. When you look at
the surge, it is costing the U.S. tax-
payers billions and billions and billions
of dollars that, again, from the first
chart, that we borrowed.

This is the President and some of our
Republican colleagues on the other
side, as a matter fact, a supermajority
of them that were there saying, Mr.
President, we are going to be with you.
We are 40-plus. They cannot override
you, because we are going to stand
with you in harmony.

Here is a picture to make that point,
to make it visual for you, because I
just want to make sure that Members
don’t feel that there is anything that is
being shared here that is not true.

This is the chart, again, talking
about the dollars. Look at Japan. This
is actually in the billions of dollars,
$644.3 billion that we owe Japan. China
has a double margin here. They are up
there at $349.6 billion. I think it is im-
portant that everyone understands
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what is happening there. Then it goes
on to the U.K., $239.1 billion. These
numbers are actually higher now. But
these are the numbers that I just want-
ed to make sure going across.

You see this other red bar here that
talks about OPEC nations? Those are
nations that are oil producing nations.
They sit in a room and talk about what
a barrel of oil will cost, and it will af-
fect our neighborhoods and heating oil
prices and all.

So when we start talking about the
management of the country and start
talking about how we are going to
move in the right direction, I think it
is important that everyone pays atten-
tion to who is getting what they want
and who is not getting what they need.

Here is another example. The Presi-
dent proposed deep cuts in key prior-
ities, in the COPS Program, which is
Community Oriented Policing. I used
to be a state trooper. I can tell you
that many of my colleagues in law en-
forcement, there are a number of sher-
iffs, the National Association of Sher-
iffs, the National Association of Chiefs,
they all fight for this Community Ori-
ented Policing.

What does it do? Well, it actually
makes communities safer, and it allows
them to be able to put bike patrols and
foot patrols in neighborhoods where
usually you will have crime. It allows
them also, Mr. Speaker, to be able to
go and create after-school programs for
young people that are at risk. But that
has received a 100 percent cut.

Talk about weatherization assist-
ance. When we look at the whole issue
of heating oil prices and what it costs
to heat a home right now, Mr. Speaker,
I think it is important for everyone to
understand that those individuals that
are financially challenged, especially
those receiving Social Security bene-
fits, are not able to receive any assist-
ance whatsoever. A 100 percent cut in
that program.

When we look at the Department of
Homeland Security, First Responder
Grants, they took a 78 percent cut.
What does that mean back in the
hometown or the parish or what have
you? It means that 78 percent of what
the Federal Government would have
given to your local government to pro-
tect the homeland has now been cut,
and those dollars are hard to find.

When you look at EPA Clean Water
Grants, that has been cut by 21 per-
cent. When you look at Community De-
velopment Block Grants, that has been
cut by 20 percent. When you look at
the Low Income Energy Assistance
Program, that has been cut by 17 per-
cent.

I give those examples and I am mak-
ing those points, Mr. Speaker, to say
that when you look at $70 billion in
Iraq and you look at mno-strings-at-
tached, they seem to be able to get
away with what U.S. taxpayers and
U.S. cities and U.S. mayors and gov-
ernors cannot get away with.
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This past Tuesday, and I mentioned
earlier at the top of this hour, I had



